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George Washington’s Observations on the 
Satisfactions of Farming.
H E  M O R E  I  am  acquain ted  w ith ag ricu ltu ra l a ffa irs , th e
b e tte r  I  am  pleased w ith  them , insom uch th a t  I  can  no-
w here find  so g re a t sa tisfac tion  as  in  those innocen t and  
useful pu rsu its . In  indulg ing  these  feelings, I  am  led to  re flec t 
how  m uch m ore deligh tfu l to  an  undebauched  m ind  is th e  ta s k  
o f  m ak ing  im provem ents on the  ea rth , th a n  all th e  vain  g lory 
w hich can  be .acqu ired  from  rav ag in g  it, by th e  m ost u n in te rru p t­
ed c a re e r  of conquests. T he design of th is  observation , is only 
to  show  how  m uch, as a  m em ber of hu m an  society, I  feel m y­
self obliged, . . .  to  ren d er respectab le  and  advan tageous an  
em ploym ent w hich  is m ore congenial to  th e  n a tu ra l d ispositions 
of m an k in d  th a n  an y  o ther.
I  th in k  . . .  th a t  th e  life o f a  h u sbandm an  is th e  m ost de­
lectable. I t  is honorable, i t  is am using , an d  w ith  jud icious m anage­
m ent, it is profitab le . To see th e  p lan ts  rise  fro m  th e  e a rth  
an d  flou rish  by th e  superio r sk ill and  boun ty  of th e  lab o re r fills 
a  con tem plative m ind w ith  ideas w hich  a re  m ore easy  to  be 
conceived th a n  expressed.
I  know  of no p u rsu it in  w hich m ore rea l an d  im p o rtan t 
services can  be rendered  to  any  country , th a n  by im proving  its  
ag ricu ltu re ,—its  b reed  of u sefu l an im als—an d  o th e r b ranches of 
a  h u sbandm an’s cares.
F o r th e  sake of hum an ity , it is devoutly  to  be w ished, th a t  
th e  m anly  em ploym ent of A gricu ltu re , an d  th e  hum aniz ing  bene­
f it of Com m erce, would supersede the  w aste  of w ar, an d  th e  rage  
of conquest: th a t  th e  sw ords m igh t be tu rn ed  in to  p loughshares, 
th e  spears  in to  p ru n in g  hooks, and, as th e  S crip tu res  express it, 
th e  N ations le a rn  w a r no m ore.
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The Challenge to Democracy
III. The Family Farm in the Machine Age1
B y  L ouis B ernard S c hm idt2
THE CONCEPT OF THE AMERICAN FAMILY FARM
The family farm is the most fundamental economic 
institution in American civilization. I t has given character 
to the whole of American life. This is true of the family 
farm in all parts of the country. It has stimulated idealism» 
economic and social reform, nationalism and independence. 
It has strengthened democracy and individualism. The in­
fluence of the family farm in shaping the development of 
American social institutions hardly can be overestimated. 
The farm family has been regarded as characteristic of all 
tha t is good in family life. I t has made important con­
tributions to democracy and to representative government 
by putting democratic theories into practice on a large scale. 
The farm family makes democracy a truly national achieve­
ment in our country.
The importance of the family farm as a fundamental 
concept of the American way of life is based on two definite 
and interrelated assumptions : first, that the family farm, as 
conceived by the founders of the republic, is the comer 
stone of a  democratic rural America ; and, second, tha t it is 
the tangible expression of a sound philosophy of agriculture 
without which we cannot have a sound nation. The family 
farm constitutes today, as it has in the past, the fulfillment 
of the hopes and the aspirations of millions of people.
The French philosopher, Voltaire, once said: “Define 
your terms and then I will be ready to talk with you.” If 
more attention were given to this injunction it would con­
tribute very materially to intelligent discussion and the re-
1Thls bulletin is third of a series on The Challenge to Democracy prepared by 
members of the History and Government Department, Iowa State College.
2Professor of History and Head of the Department of History and Government,
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making of the modem world. What shall we say of the 
family farm? What is the meaning of this concept which 
is so deeply entrenched in American tradition and is so 
widely employed by agricultural writers ?
It is said that the term, family farm, has “no precise 
meaning” and that any attempt to define this concept is apt 
to evoke contradictions from many quarters. This makes 
it the more imperative that the attempt should be made.
The most satisfactory way to arrive a t the meaning of 
the family farm—and the same may be said of de­
mocracy—is to learn what recognized authorities have said 
and written about it. It is recognized that the size of the 
family farm depends upon the conditions of farming; that 
it varies according to the physical features of the land, the 
type of farming, the kind of people and the standard of 
living. It may consist of but a few acres (truck farm ing), 
of from 160 to 320 acres (com belt farming) or of a number 
of sections of land (grain farming in the Great Plains). 
Some authorities urge that the family farm connotes the 
size of farm that will support the farmer and his family in 
accordance with the existing standard of living. Others hold 
that it is that size farm that will give full employment at 
productive labor to the farm family. Still others regard the 
family farm one of such size that the family does most of 
the work with some hired labor. Thomas Nixon Carver 
urges that the family farm “ought to be large enough to 
occupy the reasonable working time of the farmer and his 
family” by “the use of the best and most efficient tools and 
machinery known to the farming world,” with ample power 
to use this equipment.
These definitions conceive of the family farm as a terri­
torial unit of land operated by the farm family as an 
economic and social unit of society. The desirable character­
istics of the family farm unit are private ownership and 
operation by the farm family; an investment of capital, 
particularly in implements, machinery and other equipment; 
a substantial income and a comparatively high standard of 
living. Thus defined, the family farm, like democracy, is 
an ideal deeply rooted in American history.
4
Bulletin P, Vol. 1, No. 23 [1941], Art. 1
http://lib.dr.iastate.edu/bulletinp/vol1/iss23/1
657
FROM OX TEAM TO FARM TRACTOR
American agriculture has undergone momentous 
changes since pioneer days. Farming has been transformed 
from a simple, more or less primitive, and largely self- 
sufficient occupation into a modern business organized on a 
scientific, capitalistic and commercial basis. This trans­
formation has been so rapid and so far reaching in its rami­
fications and consequences tha t it has been properly termed 
an agricultural revolution. It did not take place simul­
taneously in all parts of the country nor did it affect all 
regions alike. The most rapid and widespread revolution 
in farming took place in the Prairie Plains and Great Plains 
regions which embrace the corn-livestock and wheat belts. 
What were the factors in this transformation? How have 
they affected the role of the family farm in our rural 
economy during the last 50 years ? How have they affected 
the role of the farm family in the evolution of American 
democracy? These factors are fundamental to any con­
sideration of the present position and prospects of the fam­
ily farm in American democracy, but only brief mention can 
be made of them in this bulletin.
T H E  R A P ID  T R A N S F E R  O F T H E  PU B LIC  LAN DS TO 
P R IV A T E  O W N E R S H IP
The history of the United States is in a very real sense 
a record of the acquisition and disposal of a vast imperial 
domain of virgin land. The private ownership of small farms 
became the rule in the English Colonies and, except for the 
great estates of the Dutch patroons along the Hudson River 
and the large plantations in the South, it dominated the life 
of the nation to the turn of the present century.
The land Ordinance of 1785, founded on colonial ex­
perience, established the fundamental principle tha t the 
public lands in the last analysis belong to the people and 
that they “shall be disposed of for the common benefit” in 
tracts of sufficient size to provide farm families with a 
living and a home. This principle is inherent in the evolu­
tion of our federal land policy. It is expressed in the Home-
5
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stead Law of 1862 which was designed to provide home­
steads for “actual settlers.” Under this law an area eight 
times the size of Iowa was transferred from public to pri­
vate ownership. The huge grants to the states and to the 
railroads effected a further rapid disposal of the public 
lands which were in turn sold a t low prices to encourage 
settlement. By the close of the century the transfer of the 
public lands to private ownership was practically completed. 
The number of farms had been increased from 2,044,000 in 
1860 to 5,537,000 in 1900 and the number of acres in farms 
from 407,000,000 to 839,000,000. In 1930, there were 
6,289,000 farms in the United States comprising 987,000,000 
acres of land. The greater part of this expansion in the 
farming area took place in the Prairie and Great Plains 
States which reported 2,779,999 farms and 635,000,000 
acres in farms or nearly one-half of all the farms and two- 
thirds of all the farm land that had been carved out of the 
continental domain.
The passing of the public lands into private ownership 
was accompanied by a number of significant changes and 
tendencies tha t have characterized American agriculture 
since the turn of the century. Among these we must con­
sider especially the rise of land values and the consequent 
transition from extensive to intensive farming, the rapid 
growth of tenancy, the decline of the agricultural export 
trade and the reorganization of rural life.
T H E  S E T T L E M E N T  O F T H E  LAST F R O N T IE R
The westward movement of population in American 
history may be divided into two periods: first, the coloniza­
tion of the Great American Forest to about 1850; and, 
second, the conquest of the Prairies and the Great Plains 
since 1850. The first period is symbolized by the rifle, the 
ax, the log cabin, the ox, and river transportation; the 
second, by the covered wagon, the sod house, the windmill, 
barbed wire, the horse, the harvester combine, railroad 
transportation, the gasoline tractor and the motor truck. 
During the first period the pioneers entered upon the stu­
pendous task of clearing 300 million acres of virgin forest
6
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land for farming purposes. The second period presented 
a new and greater challenge to the pioneer: the challenge 
of the wide open spaces.
The Prairies and the Great Plains were occupied by 
native white stocks whose ancestors had pioneered on suc­
cessive frontiers and by the Teutonic stocks of northwestern 
Europe which began to arrive in rapidly increasing numbers 
after 1850 and were readily assimilated with the native 
stocks in the American way of life. The occupation of 
these regions marks the completion of the westward move­
ment; the close of the American frontier. In 1930, the 
population of the Prairie and Great Plains States numbered 
nearly 47 million, or more than one-third of the population 
of the United States.
T H E  M ECHA NIZA TION  O F FAIUJ^LNG
“The year 1850 practically marks thej close of “the 
period in which the onty farm implements and machinery 
other than the wagon, cart and cotton gin were those which 
for want of a better designation may be called implements 
of hand production. The old cast-iron plows were in use. 
Grass wasinowed with a scythe, and grain was cut with the 
sickle or cradle and threshed with the flail.” Since that 
time many notable improved implements and machines have 
been introduced and widely adopted. The list is impressive 
and legion. The more recent introduction of power-driven 
machinery utilizing petroleum products and electricity is a 
significant feature of mechanization.
The topography of considerable areas of land in the 
Prairie and the Great Plains is well adapted to the use of 
farm machinery on a larger farm-unit basis than that prac­
ticed east of the timber line. The mechanization of farm­
ing in these areas has increased the productive efficiency of 
both land and labor; it has increased the size of farms; it 
has pushed forward the agricultural frontier; it has reduced 
the number of horses and mules which in turn has affected 
the increased demand for raw materials and industrial labor 
and decreased the demand for pasture, hay and grains; it 
has reduced the farm population, and it has introduced com-
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petition with the older farming regions east of the Missis­
sippi River which is destined to affect profoundly the course 
of agricultural reorganization and readjustment in those 
regions.
The further development in the mechanization of agri­
culture in the Prairies and the Great Plains is dependent on 
several factors: first, the adaptability of the various por­
tions of the farming area to the practical and economical 
use of new implements ; second, the extent and character of 
the demand for commodities whose production may be in­
creased by the new machines ; and third, the degree of suc­
cess with which the machines fit into the present organiza­
tion of farms and the type of financial and business organ­
ization necessary to make their use both technically success­
ful and economically profitable. The question whether the 
horse or the tractor affords the most economical power on 
the family-sized farm has been the subject of a controversy 
which must be decided by the farmers themselves with 
reference to their own individual circumstances.
T H E  E X T E N S IO N  AND D E V E L O PM E N T  O F  
T R A N SPO R T A T IO N  F A C IL IT IE S
The development of transportation and the mechaniza­
tion of farming reduced the dependence or the urban centers 
on the hinterland and increased the influence of geography 
on agricultural production. In the era of pioneer self- 
sufficiency farming was diversified. Wheat and flax, for ex­
ample, were grown on farms in nearly every locality to pro­
vide flour and linen for farm families. The introduction 
of improved modes of transportation made it possible for 
each section to devote itself more exclusively to the pro­
duction of those commodities for which it was best adapted 
—the East to manufacturing and commerce; the South to 
cotton, tobacco, sugar cane, citrus fruits and rice; and the 
West to grain and livestock. The same forces made pos­
sible intra-regional specilization in farming, manufacturing 
and mining, which gave rise to metropolitan economy. The 
influence of geography was increased and economic
8
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sectionalism became a permanent influence in American 
history.
T H E  M IG R A TIO N  O F IN D U S T R IE S  FR O M  T H E  
FA R M  TO T H E  FA CTO RY
The distinguishing feature of farm life in the pioneer 
period was its economic self-sufficiency. There was virtual­
ly no market for farm products; consequently no goods 
could be purchased from the outside. Each farm was “an 
economic microcosm,” producing for itself practically every­
thing tha t it consumed: food, clothing, furniture, linens, 
soap, candles and a great variety of minor articles essential 
to the farmer and his family. The transfer of these indus­
tries from the farm to the factory is the most significant 
aspect of the transition from self-sufficient to commercial 
agriculture.
The industries tha t have been transferred from the 
farm to the factory may be classified into four groups: 
food products; textiles and clothing, including boots and 
shoes ; tobacco ; and a number of minor ..products. The food 
industries include meat packing, flour milling, the manu­
facturing of dairy products, the canning of fruits and vege­
tables, the preparation of preserves and pickles and the pro­
duction of bread, pastries and confections. To these have 
been added a long list of packaged products, the raw ma­
terials of which come from the farm. The transfer of the 
textile, clothing and boot and shoe industries from the 
farm to the factory has been studied chiefly from the stand­
point of the industrial revolution in the United States ; but 
it should be considered also from the standpoint of the 
agricultural revolution. The transformation of farm pro­
ducts by industrial processes into goods ready for the con­
sumer constitutes perhaps the most significant aspect of the 
transition from pioneer self-sufficiency to the commercial 
stage in agriculture and industry. Farming becomes 
specialized, depending upon the factory for the products of 
industry, while the factory depends upon the farm for ap­
proximately 40 percent of the raw materials of industry.
9
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T H E  G R O W TH  O F D OM ESTIC AND F O R E IG N  M A R K ETS
The rapid urbanization of population made possible by 
the introduction and development of the factory system 
provided an expanding domestic market for the food and 
the fibers of the farm. The application of science and tech­
nology to agriculture, however, gave rise to an annual sur­
plus production of wheat, com, pork, beef, cotton and tobacco 
which exceeded the demands of the domestic market and for 
which there was an expanding market abroad. The effect 
of this development was two-fold: first, it subjected the 
agricultural system of the western European countries to a 
severe strain of competition which compelled large numbers 
of the rural population to abandon farming with the result 
that they either migrated to the industrial centers or emi­
grated to the United States; and, second, it further stimu­
lated the production of these products. The rapid expansion 
of these exports during the latter half of the nineteenth cen­
tury was followed by a marked decline in wheat, com, pork 
and beef exports between 1901 and the World War. The 
forces contributing to the reduction of these exports were 
the tariff policies of Germany and France; the competition 
of Argentina, Canada, Australia and Russia; and the growth 
of the domestic market which was able to absorb the sur­
plus a t prices remunerative to the farmer. , The World War 
stimulated production of these staples which continued to 
the Great Depression and gave rise to the problem of the 
agricultural surplus and the agricultural adjustments in­
augurated under the “New Deal”.
T H E  E ST A B L ISH M E N T  G F  A G E N C IE S F O R  T H E  PR O M O TIO N  
O F  S C IE N T IF IC  AND PR A C TIC A L K N O W LE D G E  
R E L A T IN G  TO A G R IC U L T U R E
The rapid disposal of the public domain after 1862 soon 
brought the nation to the end of the free land era when 
rising land values made it necessary for the farmer to 
change from extensive to intensive methods; and the trans­
formation of agriculture from the pioneer into the com­
mercial stage brought the farmer into closer relations with 
the business world. The new conditions thus created broad-
10
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ened the fanner’s outlook and awakened him to a realization 
of his educational needs and opportunities. This period also 
witnessed the rise of a new generation of farmers who were 
ready to abandon primitive methods of farming and adopt 
scientific methods as soon as their utility was demonstrated. 
Agriculture, thus liberated from the fetters of custom and 
tradition, was prepared to enter upon a new era of develop­
ment. This led to the creation of the following agencies 
for the promotion of scientific and practical farming: (1) 
the United States Department of Agriculture, all the secre­
taries of which, including four from Iowa, have come from 
the Middle West since this office was elevated to Cabinet 
rank in 1889; (2) the state departments of agriculture sup­
plementing the work of the federal department; (3) the 
land grant colleges of agriculture and mechanic arts with 
their threefold functions—teaching, research and extension ; 
(4) farmers’ organizations with their economic, political, 
educational and social functions; and (5) the farm press, 
with its journals, papers and magazines, which has been of 
inestimable importance as an agency for the promotion of 
scientific and practical farming.
T H E  PO LITIC A L  O RG A N IZATIO N  AND  A CTIO N  O F  FA R M E R S
TO SE C U R E  AND M A IN TA IN  F O R  A G R IC U L T U R E  AN 
E Q U IT A B L E  PL A C E  IN  O UR ECONOM IC SY STEM
The history of American party politics from the begin­
ning of the national period to the present is essentially a 
record of the conflict between agrarianism and what for 
want of a better term may be called commercial, industrial 
and financial capitalism, the roots of which go back to the 
colonial period. This struggle underlies the conflict of 
political principles represented by the Jeffersonian and 
Hamiltonian systems which have dominated American 
politics. Agriculture was the predominant industry down 
to the Civil War. This was reflected in the political as well 
as the economic and social life of the nation, despite the 
considerable influence wielded by merchants, bankers, law­
yers, speculators, shippers and manufacturers. Agraranism 
was in control of the government. After the Civil War,
11
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business enterprise was in the saddle and agriculture was on 
the defensive. Farmers as a class fell steadily behind the 
business men economically and socially. As grievances 
accumulated the “embattled farmers” inaugurated a series 
of movements for economic and social justice; a crusade for 
a legislative program designed to safeguard and advance the 
interests of agriculture and insure to the farmers a fair 
share of the national income. The ineffectiveness of these 
efforts and the growing disparity in the situation of the 
farmer provides the background of the agrarian revolt of 
1932 and the launching of the “New Deal”.
WHAT WILL BECOME OF THE FAMILY FARM?
This question goes to the very heart of the farm prob­
lem in the Com Belt. Will the family farm remain the 
dominant type of farm business organization? Or will it 
fail to meet the demands and make the readjustments re­
quired by the new* industrialism? Will it give way to cor­
poration farming, applying the methods of large business 
concerns to the tasks of farming with the result that the 
rural community composed of owner-operator farmers will 
essentially be lost? Or will it decline towards the present 
levels of Southern and Eastern Europe? What is the true 
objective toward which we should direct our efforts if we 
are to maintain a sound agriculture without which we can­
not have a sound nation?
There has been a great deal of discussion since 1920 
concerning “the passing of the family farm ” and the coming 
ascendency of the “corporation farm ” as the dominant type 
of managerial unit in agriculture. W. E. Dodd thinks the 
farmer is headed toward “peasantry,” whatever that term 
may be taken to mean; while L. M. Hacker writes with 
journalistic flourish tha t the farmer is doomed to a wage- 
slavery under a capitalistic system which is destined to sub­
merge the family farm. Henry Ford urges part-time farm­
ing in connection with “the factory system” as a solution of 
the farm problem. These sweeping judgments are not 
founded upon an adequate understanding of the farm prob­
lem in the United States.
12
Bulletin P, Vol. 1, No. 23 [1941], Art. 1
http://lib.dr.iastate.edu/bulletinp/vol1/iss23/1
665
THE FAMILY FARM AS A HOME
The chief obstacle to the development of a sound agri­
culture on a more enduring basis is the fact that the com­
mercial aspects of farming have been given too much prom­
inence. The value of the farm as a business has been 
emphasized at the expense of the value as a home. Farming 
as a mere business enterprise with only commercial objec­
tives may be, in most individual instances, very disappoint­
ing. It usually tends to be overdone. The fact remains 
that the highest rewards of farming are not economic but 
social. President Farrell of the Kansas State College of 
Agriculture and Applied Science observes that :
A dversity  is im pressing  la rg e  num bers of fa rm  people w ith  
th is  fact. T hus it is lay ing  the  foundations fo r th e  accep tance  
o f a rural philosophy th a t  seem s likely  in  th e  end to  prevail. 
T h is  ph ilosophy ho lds th a t  th e  ch ief ob jective of fa rm in g  is no t 
to  accum ulate  m o n e ta ry  w ea lth  b u t to  p rom ote hum an  happ i­
ness in  th e  coun try side; th a t  the  fa rm  should be regarded  p ri­
m arily  as a  hom e and  only inc iden ta lly  a s  a  business en terp rise .
W hen  fin an c ia l savings accum ulate , a s  th ey  usually  do in 
tim e  on a  fa rm  dom inated  by th is  philosophy, th ey  a re  expended 
n o t fo r m ore land  o r o th e r fac ilities fo r  increasing  production , 
b u t fo r conveniences, com forts, an d  beau tifica tions; fo r books, 
labor-sav ing  devices, education , b a th tubs, m usic, p ictures, rugs, 
trees, flow ers. T h is ru ra l philosophy leads n o t to  continuous 
expansion  an d  th e  ido la try  of size an d  num bers, b u t to  per­
s is te n t m odera tion ; to  a  m ethod  of w ork in g  an d  a  w ay  of liv ing 
th a t  exem plify genuine tem perance .
While the purely business aspects of farming are supple­
mental rather than primary, there must be reasonably business­
like procedure; and that procedure must be in tune with a long 
time program for the development, conservation, and enjoyment 
of both the physical and the human resources of each farm.
The family farm constitutes the primary objective of a 
sound philosophy of agriculture. This objective can no 
longer be secured by the laissez-faire methods that char­
acterized American development to the turn of the century. 
A well-conceived, long-time plan of procedure must be 
formulated and put into effect. This program should give 
due consideration to the immediate needs of the farmer, 
but these needs should be conceived in harmony with a long­
time program for the preservation of the family as the key­
stone of a democratic rural America.
13
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The advantages of a program of this kind are: the 
preservation of the family farm as the dominant type of 
land ownership; the retention of a good farm in the same 
family from generation to generation; a greater stability of 
tenure, insuring a more satisfactory social life and provid­
ing a better basis for cooperation; the improvement of the 
rural community; the gradual lifting of the great burden of 
debt which would reduce the pressure to produce the maxi­
mum volume of such groups; and the consequent lessening 
of the tendency to over-production.
Any consideration of the role of the family farm in 
our national development involves, of course, the problem of 
tenancy. It should be noted that 42 percent of the farm 
families do not own their farm s; they are tenants. Tenancy 
in itself may, however, be either good or bad depending on 
the conditions under which tenants lease and operate their 
farms. How then should the problem be treated? Should 
we endeavor to bring about its virtual elimination or recog­
nize its place in our rural economy? The wiser course of 
procedure lies along two lines of endeavor—one leading 
toward a better balance between owner-operated farms and 
tenant-operated farms, and the other leading toward an im­
provement of the status of the tenant farmer. It may be 
observed that “If landlords and tenants can be induced by 
enlightened self-interest or required by law to abandon cer­
tain vicious leasing customs and if security of tenure and 
incentive for protecting and improving leased property by 
tenants is provided, then tenancy can advantageously retain 
its place as a rung in the American agricultural ladder.” 
Tenancy should be a stepping stone from which the com­
petent and enterprising farmers may advance to the owner­
ship of the farms they operate and not a condition from 
which there is no escape.
COOPERATIVE INDIVIDUALISM 
AND GOVERNMENTAL RESPONSIBILITY
Our nation has advanced to a point where we must 
modify the philosophy of individualism that has dominated 
American thought in the past. American agriculture, if
14
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it is to maintain its important position in the national 
economic and social system, must realize that the time has 
passed when the individualism of pioneer days is sufficient 
to overcome any difficulties that may be met. Farmers as 
a class can no longer succeed by their own unaided efforts. 
In earlier days the things which made for success or failure 
were largely in the control of the individual farmer. Today 
other factors beyond the control of the farmer contribute 
to the success of a farm enterprise in ways undreamed of 
50 years ago. Formerly the man who handled his resources 
efficiently was a successful farmer. If he was industrious 
he was assured of success. Today even the most thrifty, 
efficient and industrious farmers may fail through no fault 
of their own. Forces have been set in motion that require 
social control. The individual alone cannot deal effectively 
with the larger forces.
The “rugged individualism” of the pioneer period 
played its part in the colonization of the west. Individual 
initiative and resourcefulness were developed in response to 
the needs of a frontier society. Laissez-faire has had its 
day. This does not mean the end of individualism, for de­
mocracy means liberty and the opportunity for everyone to 
rise to the highest and best of which he is capable. Indi­
vidual effort is recognized as the major factor in success. 
A philosophy of life is next in importance. Political action 
and governmental responsibility complete the order. A 
higher form of individualism must be developed. This is 
“cooperative individualism.”
The problem of an agricultural society can no longer be 
left to chance. For solving these problems, the prevailing 
“economic fatalism,” the notion that “nothing can be done,” 
tha t the course of economic events is inevitable, must give 
way to the idea tha t the actions of society can and do affect 
profoundly the course of events; that intelligent action 
modifies the direction in which economic forces work them­
selves out and that society can modify to a considerable ex­
tent the effects of economic forces by making it possible for 
individuals to adjust themselves to these forces more easily 
and quickly.
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CONCLUSION
The basic principle of a sound agriculture without which 
we cannot have a sound nation is “the wide-spread private 
ownership of the land” for the ownership of the land by 
farmers is “the ultimate assurance of freedom, of de­
mocracy, and of scientific progress.” Economic security is 
the foundation of freedom, and freedom is the foundation of 
democracy and a condition essential to the progress of 
science. Of this, then, we may be certain, that both private 
and public action are necessary to secure a land utilization 
tha t will preserve the family farm and individual initiative 
as the characteristic features of American agriculture.
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